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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. provides empirical evidence on the integration of Naga chilli and BARI Malta-1 sweet orange in agroforestry systems.
2. the practical challenges of crop diversification in densely populated regions with limited resources.

3. intercropping these species can maintain satisfactory yields while enhancing sustainability and resource use efficiency.

4. offer actionable insights for researchers, policy-makers, and farmers designing productive, ecologically sound agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the study’s objective, methodology, key findings, and overall conclusion. 

the author may add one or two sentences about the broader significance of the findings for sustainable agriculture, resource optimization, or food security could strengthen the abstract’s relevance to a wider scientific audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript adequately support the study's context, methodology, and findings. The referenced works range from 1996 to 2022, including multiple sources from the past five years. May add recent ref after 2022
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communications
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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